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October lgl  2003 

Conin~imionrr Michael J Copps 
Fcllerd Comniw~cationa Commission 
445 12tiiStreet, N W  
\b'&&hkiEtOti, D c 20554 

Dew \,IichazlCopps, 

i ufii ~ ~ i t i t i ~  to voice m y  opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of"broadcnst flag" technology for digitd televimon. AB B comumer 
mid citizen. I feel utrmgly that such n policy would be bad for umovntion, coiis~iier rights, artd the ultimate adoption of D m .  

4 robust; competitive niurket for cofi~wiier electronics must he rooted ui mwmfncturers' ability to Ymovutr for their customrs. .Uowhg 
rriovir studios to  veto features of DTV-reception equiprnrnt will enable the studios to tell techolo@sta what new product& they cm 
areate TlUs will result bi products that don't fiecessdly reflect what c o f i ~ m e r ~  like m e  actually wwt, md it could result bi me belie 
dIwgcd *nore money for inferior iiinctionality 

I f t k  FCC issues il broadcmt flag mandote, I would actually be less likely to m&e m investment in DTV-capable receivers md other 
equipment 1 
teclumlogy for dipital tele\i.ision T h d  you for your time 

Sincerely. 

E m  Lawrence 
206 Beti Howell Dr 
.4usUn, TX 78704 
US? 

not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the beheat of Hollywood. Plenae do not mmdete hmadcast flag 



October 19 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dcar Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
Customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money 7nr Inferior lunctlonaiity 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

slncerely 

Douglas Welmer 
15812 Dundalk Ln 
Huntlngton Beach CA 92647 
U S A  
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?r:t,~ihar 19 2003 

C u i ~ ~ n i s s i ~ x e r  1,iichael J Copps 
F e c k r a l  Cummunicat ions Commission 
.I45 12th Street. I IW 
U.T-.hington. D C 20554  

l'lrir Michael Copps  

1 T ~ I I L  .vriting to voice I R ~  oppnsition to an;- FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
t l s s "  techncilouv for diaital television A s  a cnnsuiner and citizen I feel - _ _  - 
I-t,rungly that such a policy vould be ba.d fs3r innovation, consumei- I-ights. and the 
u1t. imate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for cmnsumer electronics must Le rooted LII 
~ ~ m n u i , a c t u r e r s '  ability to inno:,ate for their customers Allowing mnvie studios tr, 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment :,:ill enable the s t u d i o s  to tell 
t,rclrmlogists what new products they can I;rea.te. This will result i n  products 
t h t .  1 3 o n ' t  necessarily reflect whet consumers like me actually , r an t .  and it ~:uuld 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionalitg 

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually he less likely ta  
make an investment 111 DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I v i 1 1  not pay 
more for rie:,ice.s t h a t  l imit  my rights at the behest of Hnl lyr rocxl  Please do nat 
i ~ ~ i n d - . t e  broadiz i s t  i lag technology for digital television. Thank you for y ~ x i x ~  time 

,-- . > l r , c e r e l y  

Robert  Sheets 
IC4 E rboodruff Aue Apt C! 
C ~ : ~ l u m b u s .  OH 4 3 2 0 1  ,,r :, 

~ 1 -  
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3ctober 19 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumor and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad lor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
aaoptlon or O N  

A robust competltlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
rustomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don t necessarlly reflect what consumers like me 
artually want and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

Ir the FCC Issues a broadcast ilag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal television Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Justln Graham 
1685 E 1000 Road 
Lawrence US 66049 
USA 
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October 19. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
045 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, n.C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon at "broadcast flag'' technology for dlgltal televlslon As B 

consumer and cltlzen 1 feel strongly that such a pollcy would he had for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle stud109 to veto teatures of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos td tell technologlsts 
wnat new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Plea8e do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televislon. Thank you Tor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Brlan West 
714 E Osage Ave 
McAlester OK 74501 
USA 
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October 19 2003 

Comrnlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cominlsslon 
415 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon A9 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O W  

A robust comptlt lve market for consumer electronlcs must he rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos ta tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

lr the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Pleabe do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

John Caldeiwood Ill 
351 Orrls Rd 
Leavlttsburg OH 44430 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal C~mmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust: competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto teatures of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos ta tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Th19 wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnferlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DNbcapable receivers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ?or digital televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Michael Smith 
1405 East Julle Drlve 
Tempe, AZ 85283 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Feiierd Cotnmunicauonr Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
IVa'lrhing'caii, D.C. 20554 

Dear MichA Copps, 

I an wiiting to vo ice  m y  opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag' technohgy for distal 
televmon. As  2 consumer and citizen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bnd for  mnovation, consumer 
tnglits, a id  the ulutnate adoptloll of DTV. 

.i robust? competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactorerr' ability to innovate for 
their custoiners. Allowing movie s t u d m s  to veto features of D'IT-reception equipment d l  etlable the sht&os to 
tell technologsts what new products they cm create. This unll result in products that don't necessarily teilect 
wh i t  ~ o n i ~ m e r s  like me nctodly want, a i d  it  could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
fuuncuondity 

If rhe FCC 1ssuei a broadcart flag mandate, I vould act+ be lei: L h l y  to make ai investment in D'F.-capaLle 
receivers a i d  other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my NghtS st the  behest of Hollyrood. 
I'leare do not matidate broadcast tlag technolorn for &ptd television. Thank yau for your hme. 

9,iC+Z. 

Ralph Menapace 
36 Pitickme? St 
Haiton. M.i 02114 
vs.4 
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October 18 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Capps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael t o p p s  

I am wrltlng to VOlce my opposition to any FtC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast ilag" technology ior dlgkal televlslon As a 
ronsumer and cltlzen I ieel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot DTV 

4 robust compettbe market (or consumer electronics must be rooted In manuiacturers' ablllty to Innovate ior thelr 
customers AlloWlng movle studlos to veto ieatures o i  DTV-receptlon equipment wlll enable the stud109 to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inierlor iunrtlnnallty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast i lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN.capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll no! pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest o i  Hollywood PleaSe do not mandate 
broadcast ilag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you ior your tlme 

Slncerely 

Mark Stlllwell 
1570 Moody Ave 
Orange Park FL 32065 
USA 
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s3ber- 18. Z O O ?  

Cummissinner Michael J . C o p p s  
Federal Communications Commission 
, , c  ., 1 2 t h  Street .  MI? 

h i n g t o n .  D . C .  2 0 5 5 4  

k a r  1,Ilchael Cnpps 

1 :-III w r i t i n g  t o  Ivuica my opposition t o  arl FCC-mandated adoution u f  " b r o a d c a s t  
i h g "  t t xhnn logv  for 8dig l ta l  t e l e v i s i o n  - a consumer and c 1 t x z e n .  I feel  
rtronql:i t h a t  such  a p o l i c y  mould be bad 31- i n n o v a t i o n .  cunsumer r l g h t s ,  snd t h e  
iult . imate a d o p t i o n  of DTV 

A rrrmbust. c u n p e t i t i u a  iiiarliet f o r  consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must L e  r u n t e d  I ~ L  
m a n u f a c t u r e r s '  a b i 1 i t . y  t o  i n n o v a t e  for t h e i r  cus tomers  A l l o r ~ i n g  movie studios t o  
v r t ~ l  fe-rtures o f  DTV-reception equipment w l l l  e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  t o  te l l  
t.cchr,ulogls t s new p r o d u c t s  t hey  can  c r e a t e .  T h i s  will r e s u l t  in products 
t.1,- t. don ' t nec r i l y  ref lect  what consumers l i k e  me a c t u a l l y  want .  and it ccluld 
r e s u l t  in me b e i n g  cha rged  more money f o r  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t i o n a l l t y  

If t h e  FCC i s s u e s  a b r o a d c a s t  f1a.g mandate .  I would a c t u a l l y  be  less  l i k e l y  t o  
make an inves tment  i n  DTU-capable receivers and o t h e r  equipment .  I r ' ! i l l  no t  play 
mc~re t o r  d e v i c e s  t h a t  l i m i t  m y  r i g h t s  a t  t h e  b e h e s t  of Hollywood P l e a s e  do n o t  
mardate  b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  techi iologv fo r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank you for  your  time 

?,I mxre 1 y 

D . - . v i d  Fage r l snd  
2 2 1 5  1 4 t h  St So 

IT s :. rhead .  MN 56560 
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October 18 2003 

Cominlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my Opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast i lag' technology ior dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competltlve market ior consumer electronlcs must be ranted In manufacturers' ablllty to innavate lor their 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studios to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnferlor iunctlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a braadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more ior devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ilag technology ior dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Gustavo Fernandez 
916  ose et le Terrace 
Sunnyvale CA 94086 
LJSA 
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mtober 1s 2003 

Corrirnimionrs Michuel J Copps 
Federd Comtnunications Cotrirriission 
445 i2th Strcet, N W  
\vHa~~~gtoll:  D c. 20554 

Detu 41ich~el Copps 

I ufii wtitiiig to voice rny opposition to niy FCCmandeted adoption of "broadcaat flag" technology for &&I televiaiari. .4s o C O ~ W I ~ ~ S  

urid citizen, I feel atron$y that such n policy would be bad for hiovation, consultier edits, and the ultiniute udoptios of D n  

A labust, cornpetitivz market for consumer electronics muat be rooted hi rnnnufacturrrs' ability to  hmovote for their Customers Allowing 
movie shldiov to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the ahldios to teU technologists what new products they c m  

c s r m  This aU result in products that don't tiecessdy reflect what cotmmiei~ like me achldy  want, arid it could result in me being 
cliwged mow money for infesior functionality 

Ii'tlir FCC issues B broadcast tlug rnnndute, I woulll uctudly be less likely to mahe ufi hivevesbnent hi UTVn;-cupable receivers mid other 
equipment I will not pay inore for devices that limit m y  lidits at t h e  behest of Hollywood Plea~e  do not muridate broadcast flag 
teclmology for di@td television rhank you for your t h e  

SYlcerely 

T l o t a u s  Lediey 
i 6 5 U  S Logm St 
Denver: co so210 
I S 4  
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Wtobrr  1s. 2003 

Corrirriiesiorier Michael J Copps 
Federd Cornrtiunicationa Cornmission 

Wnalungtori, D C. 20554 

Deut Michnel Copps, 

I atn wtithg to voice my oppoeition to my FCC-mnndated adoption of"broadcnst flag" technolow for &&d television. As B com~l i ie r  
w d  citizen, I feel stron&y that such B policy would be bad for innovation: consumer rights, m d  the ulhinte adoption of D n  

A robust. corripctitivs m w h t  for consumer electroriics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to ulnornte for their austomm .4Uowing 
movie s t u d i o s  to  veto fenmes ofDW-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technnlo&s what new products they cui 
create Thie will result in products that dori't neceasar3y reflect what mnewneru like me actually wmtl atid it could result in me being 

44. 12th street, NIV 

c h q e d  *,,*iIr money for inferior functiondity 

Ifthe FCC issuer il broudcnat ilng rnandate, I would nctually be less Uely to  rrioke ari invesbrient UI DTV-cqmble reaeivers arid other 
equipment I will not pny more for devices t i id h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not maridute bmadcoet flag 
trclmology for &@td televiaon Thank you for y o u  t h e  

Sllorrrly: 

.Andy 
1 3 13 .Averudn de Apiiaa 
C a r n d o .  CA 93010 
1 x 4  
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
115 12th Street, NW 
Washingran, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps .  

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
mnsumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market fnr consumer electronlcs must be rooted in manu?acturers' ablllty to Innovate lor their 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reilect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

I1 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DNcapab le  recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more ror devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Aaron Kurt2 
2355 Lelth Road 
Glendale, CA 91206 
USA 
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Sctober  19. 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1 .  Coppr 
Federal Coinmumcations Commission 
345 12th Street, N W  
T'i'~slxt~gtan, D.C. 20554 

Dpir Lfichael Copp:. 

I m wiiting to voice m y  opposition to any FCC-mmdated adoption of "broadcast ihg" technolow for  &std 
r?leuisioii. As a consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that wch a policy would be bad foot mnovation, consumes 
ti&ts, a id  the ulttmite adoption of DTV. 

ri robust. compeutlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in matlufcturers' ability to innovate for 

tell techtiologits w h a t  new products thcy CUI create. T h i s  udl  result in products thit don't iiecessatily reflect 
\i.lut coniumers like me ackd ly  wait. a i d  i t  could result 111 me being charged more money for infenor 

lowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment mill enable t h e  studios to 

iunctlotlallty 

Ii die FCC i imei a broadcast flag tnmdnte, I would acmdly be less likely to make rn investment UI DTV-capable 
receivers aid other equipment. I w l l  not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollymood. 
Please do not  rnmdite broadcast flag technology for d~gtal telemsion. 'Illhank you for your tlme. 

sincerely> 

Celeste Caraway 
10-1 L%venue D 
Redondo Beach. Cri  902'7 
IJSA 
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October 16, 2003 

~-omrniiiioner Michael 1. Coppr 
Fedcral Cotnmumcauons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  

,- 

TC'd~~ t~g ton ,  D.C. 20554 

Dest Mchael Copps, 

I an umting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fltg'' technology for dg ta l  
television A s  a consumer and cihzeti. I feel strongly that such a policy would Le bad for ~nnovation. consumer 
@ts, and the ultimate adoptlon of DTV 

.i robust, coinpeuuve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted tn rnmufacnxers' abihy to InnoTilte tor 
t h r  customecs. .Ulourmg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment a r d  enable the s t u d i o s  to 
tell technologsta u h t  new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't iiecessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, md it could result in me Leing charged more money for infenor 
funcuonality. 

I f  die FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would achtdly be less likely to make ai investmelit in DTV-capable 
receiver~ a id  other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that limit my tights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Pleare do not mandate broidcast tlag technology tor d19tal television. Thank you far  your ume. 

Sl* lC+Z.  

Paul Mueller 
3956 E Flower St 
Tucson. AZ 65712 
rs.i 
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October 19 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad lor lnnovatlon consumer rights and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 D N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment WIN enable the stud109 to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers IIke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonality 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast llag mandate I would actually be less IIKely to make an Investment In DNcapab le  recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

sincerely 

Joshua Blanchard 
19254 Brldle Ln 
Sprlngdale AR 72762 
USA 
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:>ctober 1s. 2003 

Corrirmasiorisr Michud I Copps 
Federal c"*nrnunucntione,~ cororniseion 
445 12th SVmt, N\V 
~ ~ s ~ u n e t ~ n :  n c 20354 

Dew 4licliuel Coppg. 

I iun wtrting to voice my opposition to my FCC-rnnndated adoption of "broadcaat flag" technology for digital television. .4s B comufiies 
wid citizen, I feel seongly that such a policy would be bnd for -ovation, consumer rights, and the ulthnte  adoption of DTV 

.A robust. competitive niwket for conswner electronics must be rooted "1 ninnufuchlrers' ability to inriovutz for their pustomera .UowU~g 
movie mdim to veto features of DTV-reception equipmetit will enable the shldios to tell technologi'sts what new products they c ~ f t  

create Tlue will result LI products that don't necemdy reflect whnt consumers lilre me achldly want, and it could result in me being 
211ut.ged *nore inorley for inferior fUl1ctiondity 

Il'the FCC iseuea u broadcast flug rnandate, I would octudly be lese likely to rnke an investment "I DTVPj-capable rroeivers wid o t h  
equipment I will not pay more for devices tiiat h i t  my ridits at the behest of Hol ipood Please do not tnaridate broadcast flng 
tzclmola~y for &@td television niarlk you for your time. 

SLlCdy.  

nlarrlor vkloetit 
; 5 S O  W H W Y  S9.4 
r 6  
scnonn. A2 Sh336 

LiS.4 
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rlorrirnissiorier Michael J Copps 
Federd Comrriuicntione Cororriissioti 
445 12th Street, NUr 
\Vualhi@oti, D C 20554 

D i m  h,lichurl Copps, 

I mil u . 1 - h ~  to  voice my oppoaitiori to wig FCC-rnmdated adoption of "brondcaat flag" technology for digltd television As B mnsuner  
urd citizen; I feel etrongly that such B policy would be bnd for umovution, conmner tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robuzi, carripetitive nwket  for ~ m i s ~ ~ n e r  electronics muat be rooted in manufachuera' abilit). to irulovute for t h e k  customers .Uoabrg 
tn,?vir ehldios to w t n  featurea of DTV-reception equipment will enable the amdios to tell teclmolo@sts what new products they cm 
c r m r  nip will result In products thnt don't necessarily reflect what conoumers iike me octunUy want, and it could result in me being 
chi i lpd more money f"or inferior functionality. 

Ifttir FCC issues u broadcaet flag mandute, I would actually be less likely to make muivestment in DTV-capoblz receivers and other 
equiuprnctit I will  not png more for devices that kni t  my rights st the beheat of Hollywood. Please do not rrinndnte broadcast flag 
tectumlogy for &@tal television Tlintili you for your t ime 

suicese1y. 

KWl soule 
10256 Octnvin Way 
Rnnchn Cordova, C.4 95670 
lY.4 
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October 18, 2003 

comrnlssloner Mlchael J. copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
145 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps,  

I am \Nrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon o7"broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon 4s a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel Strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the uitlmate 
adopflon of DTV 

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wIII enable the studlos to, tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTVbcapabIe recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Anthony Pollto 
1749 Orlard *5 
Berkeley t A  94709 
USA 
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.tier 18. 2003 

Commissioner l i i u h a e l  J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
" c 12th Street, N I T  

hington. D C 20554 

Pear Michael Coppr 

I 3 m  n r i t i n g  to voice my opposition to an;. FCC-mandated adoptlon of "bpoadcast 
t h g "  technology foi- digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
s t r o n ' ~ I y  that such a policy would be bad for innovation. co~~sumez rights. and the 
iultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, cimpetitiva market fur consumer electronics must Le rooted I n  
manufacturers' ahility to innovate f u r  thrlr customers kllor ' r ing movie studios to 
,,reto features of  DTB-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
te;.chrmlogists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
t . h t .  don't necessarily reflect rrhat consumers like me actually w a n t .  and it cnulrl  
result in me being charged more rnuney for inferior functionality 

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I rrould actually be less likely to 
s i i k e  an imvestinent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I w i l l  not pay 
more f u r  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyarood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

,- ~- , l i l ce re ly  
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October 19, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Fedird Comtnumcatlonr Commission 
445 12th Street, NIT' 
K'ailhmgtat~, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I an wntlng to voice my opposihon to m y  FCC-mandated adoptlon of "bro2dcast tlag" technology for digtd 
tPieiiisioii. A s  a consumer a id  citizen, I feel strongly that such a pol~cywould be bad for ~ntmvatlon, consumer 
inphts, a id  the ultlinate adoption of DTV. 

;i robust$ compeutlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abihty to innovate for 
their customers. rlilowing movie studos to veto features of DTV-receptmn equipment ud1 enable the studios to 
tell technologsts v h a t  new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't neceiratily retlect 
lvliat c o ~ ~ z u r n e r s  like me uctudlyu~atlt, m d  it could result in me being charged inore money foot lnfenor 
tunctlatldlty 

I t  tlir FCC issues a broadcast ilag mandate, I would actudly be leis likely to make ai mveitlnent in DTTi-capble 
~ e c m v e r i  m d  other equipment. I will not pay more for devtces that limit my rights at the behest of H o l l y ~ ~ ~ o d .  
P l a x  do not tnmdate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. Thank you for >-our time. 

SltlCere1.i. 

Timoth>- McNEely 
18944 H r a A a  
Northndse. CA 91326 
lL5.i  
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

0 ea I- Corn in ission el- C opps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I ukge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag," I a m  gravely 
concei-ned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy televlsion. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more  palatable t o  m e  as  a 
consi imer if switching doesn't mean  discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
iesolut ion displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living r o o m .  Please do not 
allow t h e  M P A A  and its allies to  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special+purpose D N  
devices that are mol-e expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content ~- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can recoi-d TV to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f T V  and spllce it into a 
Ihome movie; send an email  clip o f  m y  chi ld'sfootbal l  game to  a distant relative; or  record a 
lV pi-ogi-am onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy.  

I f  t h e  move  t o  digital television does no t  make t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer eqi i ipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
bi~oadcast television, I urge yoi i  t o  promote the digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

William T. Landman 
1314 South 32nd St. 
South Rend, I N  45515 
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\ I z F4CSIhIILE. 

I)car C'onnnissioner C O ~ J ~ J S .  

.\s ii c ~ i i s u n i r r  of broadcast television. electronics, aocl c o ~ i q ~ u t e r  products, I urgc the F~xleral 
('(jiiimuiiicatioiis Coniniission to vote against the adoplioli of n "broadcast flag." I iim grnrely conreriied that 
: I  1iro:rdinst flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'I'lir digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the bendi ts  of switchiua to nnd briying 
(lisit:il television eqiiipnient. That transition will be far inure palatable to UIC' n s  a consumef if switching 
tloesii't mr:rn d i s r n r d i n ~  m y  existing home network, h y i n g  new higli-resolution clisplays, and fiudiiig room 
hi vet  another device in 1n.y liring room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies lo hindcr thc Iransition 
I>\. ninking us buy sliwial-purpose IYIV drviccs thnl nrc in or^' expeusive ani1 less v a l u ~ i l ~ l e .  

111 ~iililitioii, I ani vrry ~:onr rmed  aboiit tlir fair-usr implications of the 1iro;idrasl Ilag. With today's 
Li~clinolog~. I rail br iiiorr lhau a passive rrcipient of  conlenl -- I CHU modify. c r e a k ,  i i o d  pbrticipitc. I c i i i i  
r<.cord 'l'\: to watch later: clip a siu;ill piece of TV a1111 splice it  into a homc movie: xnc l  an amitil clip of in? 
child's foolbiill g;ime to n clislanl relalive: or record a T V  program onto R DVI) a1111 IJLI) it a't my fricnd's 
;rp~irtnirot. 'The broadcasl flag seeius desigued to remove this coutrol a n d  flexibility Lhat 1 enjoy. 

11 tlrr. niovr to digital televisiou clues uot make the public's viewing experience more eujoyable, flexible. mil 
1,~xcilin~~. what compelling reason do I have as a consuiner to buy new digital equipment? 

hardly cnough reilsoli for lne to dispense will1 311 my current COllSUl i ier  electronics and  computer 
1. 'b n rillLeo 3011 coll~lllner of broadcast television, 1 urge yon to promotc tllc digitti1 transition ki!. 

prettier n; 

oppsiiny the! iJro;ldc;iSt tlng. 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Corrirriissiorier Michnel J Copps 
Frderd Communicatiotn Cotnrriission 
445 12th StTeet, NW 
Wuelhigton, D C 20554 

urw Michurl copps, 

I ufn atitirig to voice rriy oppoeition to m y  FCCmmdnted adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &&I televi.ielon. AB B conawrier 
mid citizen, I feel strongly flint auch n policy would be bad for innovation, consmner tights, and the ultimate adoptiori of D W .  

.A robust. corripetitive rriurkrt for c o n e m r r  electrarUcs must be rooted In nianufilchxers' ability to  intiomtz for their Customers. Alloning 
movie studios to  veto features of DTV-reception equipment aU enable the studios to tell technolo&# ahnt  flew praducts they c m  
cirntr. This w i l l  result in products that don't neceaaanly reflect what ~ o m m e r ~  like me actually want, mid it could r@ult in me b e i g  
c h q e d  more money for hferior functionality. 

Ifthe FCC issues B broadcast tlng mandote, I would actually be less likely to moke aninvestment in DW-cnpoble repeivers and otliet 
equipmetit I will not pay more for devices that liniit my rights at the beheat of Hollywood. Please do riot mmdnte brpadcast flag 
trclmology for &&I television Tlmk you for y o u  &ne 

Sillcerely. 

Jack Herston 
709 N . A d e n  Blvd 
Bmbenon, OH 44203 
1x4 


